
Ferudun Özgümüş, Ü. Melda Ermiş, Hayri Fehmi Yilmaz

Report of the new Findings from Byzantine Istanbul

Istanbuler Mitteilungen 67, 2017, 329–356 (Sonderdruck)

https://doi.org/10.34780/5166-653z

Herausgebende Ins�tu�on / Publisher:
Deutsches Archäologisches Ins�tut

Copyright (Digital Edi�on) © 2024 Deutsches Archäologisches Ins�tut
Deutsches Archäologisches Ins�tut, Zentrale, Podbielskiallee 69–71, 14195 Berlin, Tel: +49 30 187711-0
Email: info@dainst.de | Web: h�ps://www.dainst.org

Nutzungsbedingungen:
Mit dem Herunterladen erkennen Sie die Nutzungsbedingungen von iDAI.publica�ons an. Sofern in dem Dokument nichts anderes aus-
drücklich vermerkt ist, gelten folgende Nutzungsbedingungen: Die Nutzung der Inhalte ist ausschließlich privaten Nutzerinnen / Nutzern 
für den eigenen wissenscha�lichen und sons�gen privaten Gebrauch gesta�et. Sämtliche Texte, Bilder und sons�ge Inhalte in diesem Do-
kument unterliegen dem Schutz des Urheberrechts gemäß dem Urheberrechtsgesetz der Bundesrepublik Deutschland. Die Inhalte können 
von Ihnen nur dann genutzt und vervielfäl�gt werden, wenn Ihnen dies im Einzelfall durch den Rechteinhaber oder die Schrankenregelun-
gen des Urheberrechts gesta�et ist. Jede Art der Nutzung zu gewerblichen Zwecken ist untersagt. Zu den Möglichkeiten einer Lizensierung 
von Nutzungsrechten wenden Sie sich bi�e direkt an die verantwortlichen Herausgeberinnen/Herausgeber der entsprechenden Publika�-
onsorgane oder an die Online-Redak�on des Deutschen Archäologischen Ins�tuts (info@dainst.de). Etwaige davon abweichende Lizenzbe-
dingungen sind im Abbildungsnachweis vermerkt.

Terms of use:
By downloading you accept the terms of use of iDAI.publica�ons. Unless otherwise stated in the document, the following terms of use are 
applicable: All materials including texts, ar�cles, images and other content contained in this document are subject to the German copy-
right. The contents are for personal use only and may only be reproduced or made accessible to third par�es if you have gained permission 
from the copyright owner. Any form of commercial use is expressly prohibited. When seeking the gran�ng of licenses of use or permission 
to reproduce any kind of material please contact the responsible editors of the publica�ons or contact the Deutsches Archäologisches 
Ins�tut (info@dainst.de). Any devia�ng terms of use are indicated in the credits.

https://doi.org/10.34780/5166-653z
https://publications.dainst.org/journals/index/termsOfUse
https://publications.dainst.org/journals/index/termsOfUse


ISTANBULER MITTEILUNGEN

BAND 67, 2017

DEUTSCHES ARCHÄOLOGISCHES INSTITUT

ABTEILUNG ISTANBUL

© 2017 Deutsches Archäologisches Institut / Ernst Wasmuth Verlag

PDF Dokument des gedruckten Beitrags
PDF document of the printed version of

FERUDUN ÖZGÜMÜŞ – Ü.  MELDA ERMIŞ – 
HAYRI FEHMI YILMAZ

Report of the new Findings from Byzantine Istanbul



© 2017 by Verlag Ernst Wasmuth Tübingen

Alle Rechte vom Deutschen Archäologischen Institut, Abteilung Istanbul, vorbehalten.
Wiedergaben, auch von Teilen des Inhalts, nur mit dessen ausdrücklicher Genehmigung.

Satz, Gestaltung u. Reprographie: Linden Soft Verlag e.K., Aichwald.
Druck und Einband: AZ Druck und Datentechnik GmbH, Kempten.

Printed in Germany

ISBN 978-3-8030-1658-4  ISSN 0341-9142

Sigel der Istanbuler Mitteilungen
IstMitt

Herausgeber und Redaktion:
Deutsches Archäologisches Institut, Abteilung Istanbul
İnönü Cad. 10, TR-34437 İSTANBUL – Gümüşsuyu

Herausgeber

Prof.   Dr.  Felix Pirson, Dr.-Ing.   Katja Piesker

Wissenschaftlicher Beirat

Prof.  Dr.  Halûk Abbasoğlu (Istanbul), Prof.  Dr.  Franz Alto Bauer (München), Prof.  Dr.   Albrecht  Berger (Mün-
chen), Prof.  Dr.  François Bertemes (Halle), Prof.  Dr.  Ortwin Dally (Rom), Prof.  Dr.  Inci Delemen (Istanbul), 
Doç.  Dr.  Yaşar Ersoy (Çorum), Prof.  Dr.  Ralf von den Hoff (Freiburg), Prof.  Dr.-Ing. Adolf Hoffmann (Berlin), 
Prof.  Dr.  Klaus Kreiser (Bamberg), Prof.  Dr.  Mehmet Özdoğan (Istanbul), Prof.  Dr.  Peter Pfälzner (Tübingen), 
Prof.  Dr.  Christopher Ratté (Ann Arbor), Prof.  Dr.-Ing. Klaus Rheidt (Cottbus), Prof.  Dr.  Frank Rumscheid 
(Bonn), Prof.  Dr.-Ing. Dorothée Sack (Berlin), Prof.  Dr.  Dirk Steuernagel (Regensburg), Prof.  Dr.  Engelbert 
Winter (Münster), Prof.  Dr.  Martin Zimmermann (München)



32967, 2017

FERUDUN ÖZGÜMÜŞ – Ü.  MELDA ERMIŞ – 

HAYRI FEHMI YILMAZ

Investigations of the unrecorded Roman and Byzantine buildings in Istanbul were carried out 
during the past six years within the city walls of ancient Constantinople. The following report 
of this work includes seven major sites. These sites have yielded many important discoveries and 
are, we believe, a major contribution to the Byzantine archaeology of Istanbul (fi g.  1). They are:

1) Architectural discoveries in the Pantocrator Monastery (Zeyrek Kilise Camisi), made between 
the years 2009–2013. These include the substructure of the North Building and a chapel 
adjacent to the Paraklession in the south. Besides those, a fragmentary fresco came to light 
during the repair of a wall in the southern building of the Monastery.

2) A basilical church ruin at Beyazıt in Beyazıt Imaret.
3) A very small part of a badly damaged church was unearthed on top of the so-called Dungeon 

of Anemas.
4) Frescos in the Martyrion of Karpos and Papylos at Samatya.
5) A Middle Byzantine structure behind the Ottoman bath of Şengül Hamamı located near 

Sultanahmet.
6) A cross-in-square shaped cistern near the mosque of Koca Mustafa Paşa, former Byzantine 

Church of St. Andreas.
7) A fresco of a warrior saint in the mosque of Fenari Isa, former Byzantine church of Con-

stantine Lips.
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Works in the Monastery of Pantocrator – Zeyrek Kilise Camisi

There are numerous works on the Monastery of Pantocrator1. However, the long-standing res-
torations of the mosque of Zeyrek formerly known as the Monastery of Pantocrator from the 
12th cent., turned out to yield major archaeological discoveries with many important fi ndings. 
These fi ndings made an important contribution to the Byzantine topographical studies of the 
city and can be classifi ed into two categories: 1) Architectural; and 2) Frescos.

1 Some of the major works on the monastery: Megaw 1963, 333–364; Ousterhout et al. 2000, 265–270; Ousterhout 
2001, 133–150; Ousterhout et al. 2009, 235–256.

Fig.  1 Map of Istanbul showing the discussed sites
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Among the architectural discoveries probably the most striking is the discovery of a burial 
chapel under the building of the North Church (fi g.  2).This substructure was found by chance 
in March 2013 during the restoration of the fl oor in the North Church. The superstructure of 
the Church of the Theotokos Eleousa sits on that substructure and was apparently a burial chapel 
of the house for its clergymen2 (fi g.  3).

The substructure follows the plan of its superstructure, which means it is of ›cross-in-square‹ 
type. In the northwest section of the North Church steps lead down to this burial chapel. In 
the middle of the substructure, there are three parallel walls which divide the building into 
aisles. These walls, which were probably built in the Late Byzantine Period, must have been 
repaired and protected by the Ottomans because they have survived very well preserved to this 
day (fi gs.  4. 5) as did the substructure itself. As soon as we entered the building, we noted its 
cleanliness, except for one corner in the northwest of the substructure where we found a pile 
of debris. This debris gave us important anthropological fi ndings from the Byzantine Era, as it 
contained many skeletons and skulls3 (fi g.  6). Neither sarcophagi nor burial cells were found in 
this underground building.

2 Çetinkaya 2003, 199–200.
3 The human bones were carefully deposited in the excavation house and later sent to related institutions to be exami-

ned. The results of which have not yet be published.

Fig.  2 Plan of the substructure discovered under the 
North Building of the Pantocrator Monastery

Fig.  3 Section of the substructure under the North 
Building of the Pantocrator Monastery

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte 
ausgeblendet.

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte 
ausgeblendet.
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There are a few examples in Istanbul that show some similarities to the Monastery of Pantocra-
tor. Most apparent is the monastic church of the Myrelaion, currently Mesih Paşa Camisi. This 
building follows the same idea of a burial chapel directly under its superstructure, used from the 
10th cent. onwards4. The second example is the predecessor of the Gül Camisi (Mosque of the 

4 The Emperor Romanos Lakepenos I (919–945), his wife Theodora, their son Christopher and their daughter Helena 
were buried here, see van Millingen 1912, 196–200; Müller-Wiener 1977, 103–107; Striker 1981, 6–9. Other similar 
examples from Istanbul are the Monastery of Maria Peribleptos and Gül Camisi – the old Byzantine Church of St. 

Theodosia. For Peribleptos see Özgümüş 2000, 508–520; for Gül Camisi (›Mosque of the Rose‹) see Müller-Wiener 
1977, 140–143.

Fig.  4 Parallel walls in the 
substructure of the North 
Building

Fig.  5 Interior of the sub-
structure of the North Build-
ing
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Rose), an old Byzantine church whose dedication is still uncertain5. However, the substructure of 
the Gül Camisi does not follow the plan of its superstructure but shows a totally different shape6. 
None of the analogous examples gave any fi ndings or remains of the people once buried there.

During the excavation in the south of the Old Monastery (in the south of its paraklesion) 
the northern half of a small chapel came to light (fi gs.  7–10). Unfortunately, its excavation has 
never been completed. As we understand from the excavated section of this chapel, it has a 
›cross-in-square‹ plan like many churches of the Middle Byzantine Period in Istanbul. Nichetas 
Choniates, a 12th cent. historian, reports a mausoleum adjacent to the main church, constructed 
as an additional chapel in which Manuel Comnenus (1143–1180) was interred7. The newly found 
chapel may well have been another Heroon, for this reason it could be interpreted as burial sites 
of the other royal family members. Its analogy to other adjacent chapels in Istanbul, like the 
famous chapel of the Pammakaristos Church from the early 14th cent., may be interesting8. It 
was built as a burial chapel during the Late Byzantine Period, so called period of the Palaiologi; 
its location and dimensions are almost identical to the chapel at the Pantocrator Monastery. The 
plan of the half-excavated chapel overlapping the one at Pammakaristos Church allows a good 
comparison of the dimensions (fi gs.  11. 12). Still, there are some problems regarding its dating, 
as it was not completely excavated.

5 Van Millingen 1912, 164–166; Theis 2005, 99–113.
6 Müller-Wiener 1977, 142. There are several other monastic churches in Istanbul with similarities to the Pantocrator 

Monastery but this is not within the scope of this work. One example is Maria Periblebtos in the Koca Mustafapaşa 
district of Istanbul which has a complete ›cross-in square‹ substructure used for royal burials, see Özgümüş 2000, 
508–520.

7 Niketas Choniates (Işıltan 1995, 154); van Millingen 1912, 222.
8 For the detailed description of the Pammakaristos Church see Eyice 1980, 28–33.

Fig.  6 Skeletons in the sub-
structure of the North Build-
ing
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Fig.  7 Plan of the half excavated chapel adjacent to the Paraklesion of the Church of the Pantocrator

Fig.  8 Plan of the 
Church of the Pan-
tocrator showing the 
excavation site of the 
chapel

Fig.  9 Apse of the half ex-
cavated chapel adjacent to the 
Paraklesion of the Church of 
the Pantocrator

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte ausgeblendet.
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Fig.  10 3D reconstruction 
of the Pantocrator Monastery 
with the newly discovered 
chapel

Fig.  11 Plan of the adjacent 
chapel of Pammakaristos 
Church overlapped with 
the plan of the chapel at the 
Church of the Pantocrator

Fig.  12 
3D reconstruction 
of the Pantocrator 
Monastery with 
the newly discov-
ered chapel
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Comparison of a floral wall painting 
found on the western wall of the chapel and 
the 12th cent. motifs of the glass shards found 
at the Pantocrator Monastery years ago by 
H. S.  Megaw, may suggest the same date for 
the wall painting but due to the unfi nished 
excavations this could not be further clarifi ed 
(fi g.  13). The frescoes, the painted patterns 
on the glass and the motifs of the pottery 
found in the Pantocrator Monastery are very 
similar indicating that the entire ornament 
was planned in the framework of the same 
ornamental program9.

Lastly we present a badly damaged fresco 
piece found in the South Building of Panto-
crator Monastery on the southern wall of the 
naos (fi g.  14).There are a lot of indentations on 
it from a later layer of plaster, probably made 

9 Megaw 1963, 333–334; Canav Özgümüş – Kanyak 
2015, 350–356.

Fig.  13 Comparison of the fl oral motifs found on 
the walls of the chapel with glass and pottery shards 
from the Pantocrator Monastery

Fig.  14 Fresco in the South Church of the Pantocra-
tor Complex
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when the building was converted into a mosque. The fi gure, wearing a white chimation, holds 
a box in his left hand and there were wings on either side of the body. Due to its bad condition 
it is impossible to discern the identity of the person depicted here but it can be dated to the 14th 
cent. based on its stylistic features. After the restoration was completed, it was carefully covered 
with a rubber pad and whitewashed over.

A basilical church ruin at Beyazit Imaret

In March 2013, an interesting discovery was made during the restoration work at the Ottoman 
Complex of Beyazıt II from the fi rst half of the 16th cent. While digging in the garden of the 
Imaret of the Mosque (currently Beyazıt State Library) to install a device for cooling purposes, 
the eastern half of an Early Byzantine church was unearthed (fi gs.  15. 16). It is a three aisled 
basilica with three apses in the east, probably dating to the late 5th cent. Its entire western section 
must have been destroyed when the Ottomans constructed the imaret over it.

Its southern aisle must have been reorganized at some point, as its dimensions are different 
from the other half of the building. Indicated by the human bones which were found during the 
excavation, the modifi cation here was probably made for a burial function. The structure was 
repaved with an opus-sectile fl oor, presumably when the southern aisle was enlarged (fi g.  17). 
Two niches were added on both sides to the apse of this aisle. Based on the existence of the opus 

Fig.  15 Site plan of the basilical church ruin at Beyazıt Imaret

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte ausgeblendet.
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sectile we may date these changes of both function and architecture of the south aisle to the late 
8th cent. Unfortunately, no other parts of the structure show any signs of decorated fl oors, as the 
rest was badly damaged when the Tabhane was built in the second half of the 15th cent. (fi g.  18). 
Different from most Constantinopolitan Churches, its apses are not three sided but completely 
rounded10. The synthronon in the central apse hold remains of frescos, probably once depicting 
the Hierarch (fi g.  19)

10 One more exception from Istanbul is the monastic church of Trullo from the 12th cent.; its apse is also round; see 
van Millingen 1912, 206.

Fig.  16 Plan 
of the church at 
Beyazıt

Fig.  17 Opus 
sectile fl oor of the 
north apse and the 
northern niche 
of the church at 
Beyazıt

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte ausgeblendet.
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Unfortunately, there is only little left from 
the Late Byzantine paintings. Another fi nding 
from the excavations is a piece of plaster with 
Greek Letters (fi g.  20)11.

After the restoration works of the library, 
the church ruin was covered with very thick 
glass and is now visible from the top. It is also 
possible to visit it underneath the fl oor.

Its location is very interesting as it was 
built in the vicinity of the Forum Tauri made 
by Theodosius I in the 4th cent.12. There are 
only a few hints for its dedication. Our main 
source is the book of Raymond Janin. In his book on the topography of Istanbul, he gives us 
two possibilities for potential dedications. One of them is a church of a Bithynian martyr from 
the time of Maximianus (285–310), St. Agathonikos. His church is located in an area south of the 
Forum Tauri called Kaenoupolis but in our opinion this dedication of the church is less likely. 
Another possible dedication is the church of St. Anastasia which is more likely, but neither 
dedication is certain13.

Church Ruin on the Top of the ›Anemas Dungeons‹

The ›Anemas Dungeons‹ are located in the northwest of the city which used to be known as 
Blachernai in the 5th cent. Notitiae Urbis Constantinopolitanae. In this region of the ancient 
city of Constantinople, a triklinos was constructed in the 4th cent. Two more were added in the 

11 All small fi ndings were taken to the museum.
12 Although the exact limits of the Forum are not known precisely, it should be somewhere around the Beyazıt Square; 

see Berger 1988, 324–325; Berger 2000, 167–168.
13 Janin 1950, 337; Janin 1969, 7–8 (for St. Agathonic). 22–25 (for St. Anastasia).

Fig.  18 Church at Beyazıt interior Fig.  19 Synthronon in the apse and the fresco remains 
of the church at Beyazıt

Fig.  20 Fresco pieces with Greek letters found in the 
church at Beyazıt

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte 
ausgeblendet.
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following 5th cent. and many houses were built around these triklinoi. In the 11th cent., the Byz-
antine royal family moved to this part of the city and the triklinoi became a sort of citadel-like 
palace. The most notable church of this region was dedicated to the Virgin Mary.

Within the framework of the recent ›Anemas Restoration Project‹, excavations were held at 
the ›Anemas Dungeons‹ of Istanbul and a badly dilapidated church came to light (fi gs.  21. 22)14. 
It must have been a small chapel located between the towers of Isakhios Angelos and Anemas. 
It is almost impossible to discern the building among the overgrowth and other ruins as there 
is very little left from the church (fi g.  23).

Only the eastern part of the church has survived. There were two pastophoria of which the 
one in the south, the diakonikon, is better preserved (fi g.  24). But in the north, the prothesis has 
almost disappeared. One can only see the brick fl oor of this section. There are wooden beams 
installed underneath its fl oor (fi g.  25), a similar case as in the tower of Isachios Angelos.

14 Ermiş 2011, 41–48.

Fig.  21 Site plan of the 
church ruin on top of ›Anemas 
Dungeon‹ at Ayvansaray 
Istanbul
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Fig.  22 Plan of the church 
ruin on top of ›Anemas 
Dungeon‹

Fig.  23 Church ruin on top 
of ›Anemas Dungeon‹
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None of the sources on the region and the 
palace mention such a particular church in the 
palace but 13th cent. traveller Robert de Clari 
tells us that there were more than twenty 
church buildings in and around the ›Anemas 
Dungeon‹15. Our structure may have been 
one of these churches. Its discovery is a big 
contribution to the medieval archaeology of 
Istanbul.

15 De Clari 1939, 181.

Fig.  24 Diakonikon of the 
church at ›Anemas Dungeon‹

Fig.  25 Grooves of the 
wooden beams under the 
fl oor of the church at ›Anemas 
Dungeon‹

Fig.  26 Hypothetical reconstruction of the Martyrion 
of Karpos and Papylos
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Works at Karpos and Papylos (fi g.  26)

The substructure of the 19th cent. Greek church Hagios Menas, which was documented in several 
sources as the Martyrion of Karpos and Papylos, is located in the Samatya Quarter of Istanbul and 
1.5  km away from the famous Theodosian ›Golden Gate‹ at Yedikule. It leans on a slope called 
Xerolophos (Cerrahpaşa). It was built in the late 4th or early 5th cent.16, when it still lay outside 
the land walls of Constantine the Great (306–337). It was designed as a rotunda and imitated the 
Church of the Holy Grave of Jerusalem in a simplifi ed form, possibly made by Helena, Mother 
of Constantine I.  We learn all this information from the 10th cent. Patria17.

There have been several works on the history and the architecture of the building. Among 
them, the most notable one perhaps is the work of Alfons Maria Schneider. He identifi es the 
building as the Martyrium of Karpos and Papylos, two saints who were killed in Pergamon along 
with Papylos’ sister St. Agathonike, probably in the time of Marcus Aurelius (161–180). Until 
2007, his work was the base of other studies. In that year architect Ayça Beygo from Istanbul 
Technical University did her PhD research on the architecture of the building. Her work adds 
some new information to our studies. Our main purpose here is to present some little known 
facts regarding the substructure, re-examined in 2011 with some thoughts on its dedication. The 
structure consists of a domed circular main space and surrounding ambulatory18 (fi gs.  27–29). 
There is an apse in the east and a bema; in the north side is a pastaforia-like chamber (Prothesis)

16 Schneider 1967, 2.
17 Berger 2013, 181.
18 Schneider 1967, 1–4.

Fig.  27 Updated plan 
of the substructure of 
the Martyrion of Karpos 
and Papylos from 2013

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte ausgeblendet.
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On the other side a possible diakonikon is lost. The building’s dome has a diameter of 12  m 
and reaches its highest point at 6.5  m. Until 2011, it was not possible to see the Prothesis section 
of the church. Only after the owner changed, we were able to see the building in detail. During 
this work, we saw frescos and inscriptions in the northern section of the substructure that had 
been unknown until then.

We could also prove that the old dedication made by Schneider as Karpos and Papylos is cor-
rect19. During these works, the book of Akylas Mēllas provided much information along with 

19 Schneider 1967, 1–4.

Fig.  28 Substructure interi-
or of the Martyrion of Karpos 
and Papylos towards its apse

Fig.  29 Ambulatory of the 
substructure of the Martyrion 
of Karpos and Papylos
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the help of father Nicholaos from Mt. Athos20. 
The dedication of the church has always 
been a controversial issue since its discovery. 
Schneider identifi ed it as the one of Karpos 

and Papylos, a church placed in this general 
area by Byzantine sources21. Mathews does 
not agree with this dedication on the basis of 
topographical insuffi ciency. He believes that 
the original identity of the monument is still 
a mystery as there are many monuments in 
the region, any of which could be the shrine 
of Karpos and Papylos22. On the other hand 
however, Akyllas Mēllas from Istanbul men-
tions a seal from the 19th cent., which was used 
for offi cial documents of the church and bears 
the image of Karpos and Papylos along with 
Hagios Menas. This information indicates that 
the 19th cent. church used to be known as Karpos and Papylos before a terrible fi re destroyed 
both the neighbourhood and the church. We believe that this seal supports the idea of Schneider 
and makes the names of the two saints Karpos and Papylos more probable for the dedication of 
this beautiful structure23 (fi g.  30).

The frescos and the inscription

Ayça Beygo of Istanbul Technical University had seen both the inscription and the frescos but 
failed to identify the frescos and could not read the inscription. She was not the fi rst one who 
saw it24.

Hagios Demetrios is depicted on the wall of the Prothesis, riding on a horse, with his right 
hand holding a lance up and his head turned backwards. His face and torso are well preserved 
as well as the neck and head of his horse. He wears a light yellow cape around his neck. His 
depiction on the wall was once framed by a red border on its four sides (fi g.  31)

There is one more but less well preserved painting in this section of Jesus Christ. It shows a 
bust of Him within a circle, a halo on which a Greek inscription in black letters is written. In 
the triangle’s corners there are well-preserved paintings of Seraphs carrying the image of Christ 
in this circle (fi gs.  32. 33).

The inscription reads: »The Lord looked down from his sanctuary on high, from heaven he 

viewed the earth, (ΟΤΙ ΕΞΕΚΥΨΕΝ ΕΞ ΥΨΟΥΣ ΑΓΙΟΥ ΑΥΤΟΥ, ΚΥΡΙΟΣ ΕΞ ΟΥΡΑΝΟΥ 
ΕΠΙ ΤΗΝ ΓΗΝ ΕΠΕΒΛΕΨΕΝ ΤΟΥ ΑΚΟΥΣΑΙ ΤΟΥ ΣΤΕΝΑΓΜΟΥ ΤΩΝ ΠΕΠΕΔΗΜΕΝΩΝ, 

20 Mēllas 2005, 298–308.
21 Schneider 1934, 1–4.
22 Mathews 1976, 207.
23 Mēllas 2005, 302.
24 Janin 1969, 279; Beygo 2009, 19–24; the frescoes were already seen by Schneider 1934, 416–418.

Fig.  30 Seal of Hagios Menas

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte 
ausgeblendet.
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Fig.  31 Fresco of Hagios Dimi-
trios in the substructure of 
the Martyrion of Karpos and 
Papylos

Fig.  32 Fresco of Christ with 
the inscribed circle around Him

Fig.  33 Detail of the inscription 
on the circle and the seraphs in 
the corners
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ΤΟΥ ΛΥΣΑΙ ΤΟΥΣ ΥΙΟΥΣ ΤΩΝ ΤΕΘΑΝΑΤΩΜΕΝΩΝ)«25. We assume that the frescoes date 
to the late 13th cent.

This substructure is currently a restaurant and except for the section with inscription and 
frescoes, is open for public visits.

Byzantine Ruins Near Gülhane Parki

Very near the famous Sultanahmet Region of Istanbul, within the ancient walls, there is a garden 
in the Topkapı Palace called Gülhane. On a slope near Gülhane is an early 16th cent. Ottoman 
bath called Şengül Hamamı and next to it, is a hotel. The avenue running in front of the hotel is 
called Alay Köşkü Caddesi (fi g.  34). The façade of the old hamam was covered with a modern 
facing so it gives no impression of an old Ottoman bath (fi g.  35). This hotel and the Ottoman bath 
hide behind them an important Byzantine structure, wrongly identifi ed as a Byzantine cistern.

In the last year (2010) of our fi eld survey in this old part of Istanbul, we worked on this huge 
Byzantine ruin hidden behind those two buildings, probably discovered during the construction 
of the hotel but never published.

25 Psalms 102, 19–20, Η Παλαιά Διαθήκη κατά τους εβδομήκοντα, ed. by Adelfotis Theologon i Zoi (Athens 1950) 557. 
We would like to thank Prof.  Efstratios Zenginis for the translation of the text in Greek. 

Fig.  34 Site plan of the Byzantine ruin near Gülhane Parkı

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte ausgeblendet.
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It is a colonnade of a set of arches, re-used columns and column capitals from the 12th cent. The 
intercolumnium was walled up much later, most probably in the Turkish period. The columns 
are 4.28  m high and its intercolumnium is 3  m. It continues in the adjacent Şengül Hamamı and 
the 18th cent. complex of Hacı Beşir Ağa (fi g.  36).

Fig.  35 Şengül Hamamı near 
Gülhane Parkı

Fig.  36 Byzantine ruin behind the hotel and Şengül 
Hamamı near Gülhane Parkı

Fig.  37 Interior of the Byzantine ruin near Gülhane Parkı
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The original function of the structure is unknown. In our opinion, its re-use as a cistern must 
have been in later years because of the hydraulic plaster which covers the ground of the structure 
(fi g.  37). As the photograph shows, the plaster covers the fl oor but not the walls; besides, there 
are no examples of such a cistern above the ground holding tons of water except for the one in 
Pantocrator. The cistern in Pantocrator was made for this specifi c function and, for that reason, 
its walls are thick enough to withstand the possible inner pressure of the water. This structure, 
however, does not have such walls; its walls do not appear strong enough for holding such an 
amount of water. Furthermore, we do not see plaster on the walls which is necessary to keep 
the water inside; we assume that it must have been built for a different function related to some 
other buildings in the region

According to R.  Janin, this region is called Strategion. It had four churches: St. Anastasiu, St. 

Epiphaniu, St. Philemon and St. Photios-Aniketos26. Those churches are from the Early Byzantine 
Period but it is possible that our structure is one of them which had been reconstructed in the 
Middle Byzantine Period as in the case of the church at Sirkeci27. Its function as a cistern must 
have occurred in later centuries, as was the case for many Byzantine substructures. The best 
example may be the huge Rotunda near the former church of Myralaion, which was converted 
into a cistern in the 10th cent.28.

Substructure near the Mosque of Koca Mustafa Paşa
(Former Church of Andreas en te Krisei)

Located in Istanbul in the district of Fatih, in the neighbourhood of Kocamustafapaşa, along Koca 

Mustafa Paşa Caddesi (south west of the city), there is a former Eastern Orthodox church convert-
ed into a mosque by the Ottoman Turks. The church, as the adjoining monastery, was dedicated 
to Saint Andrew of Crete, and was named Saint Andrew in Krisei or by-the-Judgment. Although 
heavily transformed during both the Byzantine and the Ottoman eras, it is one example among 
the few churches in Istanbul still existent, whose foundation goes back to the 6th cent. In the 
Ottoman period, the building itself was greatly changed and a vestibule was added to its north. 
The south has a large garden29. During the recent restoration work, a Byzantine cistern, which 
is accessible through a well, and located above, was uncovered (fi g.  38).

It is a ›cross-in-square‹ substructure that was used as a cistern; probably its superstructure 
was of the same layout (fi gs.  39–41) and was probably tomb for an unknown person. Between 
the main building of the mosque and the substructure, there may have been a paraklesion. We 
have some examples of this kind such as Constantine Lips Monastery in Istanbul (Mosque of 
Fenari İsa), Pantocrator Monastery (Zeyrek Church Mosque), and Pammakaristos Monastery 
(Mosque of Fethiye).

We know of some important burials in this monastery, the fi rst being St Andrew of Crete. But 
considering this cistern and its possible superstructure as his memorial is unlikely. In the ensu-
ing years some more burials were made here. When the monastery was rebuilt by the Emperor 

26 Janin 1969, 22. 112. 492. 500.
27 Özgümüş 2004, 1–13.
28 Eyice 1989, 9.
29 Eyice 1980, 7–14. 
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Fig.  38 Plan of the mosque 
of Koca Mustafa Paşa with the 
location of the cistern

Fig.  39 Plan and the section 
of the cross-in-square cistern

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte ausgeblendet.
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Andronikos II (1282–1328), his cousin Theodora, a lady who occupied a prominent position in 
the society of the day, made a lot of contributions to the church. The Patriarch Arsenius was a 
good friend of hers. So when he died, he was buried in this monastery with the help of Theo-
dora30. When Theodora died, she was also buried in the same monastic precinct in which she 
had lived, almost next to the house.

We know of these burials from sources but cannot locate them in the complex. However, 
there is still a slight possibility that this Late Byzantine cistern is a substructure with a chapel 
atop for one of the royal burials.

30 Van Millingen 1912, 109–111.

Fig.  40 Interior of the cis-
tern

Fig.  41 Interior of the cis-
tern

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte ausgeblendet.

Abbildung aufgrund fehlender Digitalrechte ausgeblendet.
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Fresco of a Warrior Saint in the Mosque of Fenari Isa-Monastery 
of Constantine Lips

The old Byzantine church now Fenari İsa Camisi in the valley of Lycus, to the south of the 
Mosque of Mehmet II Conqueror (1451–1481), is the monastic complex of Constantine Lips31. 

It was in the eleventh region of ancient Constantinople and was fi rst built under the reign of 
Leo VI (886–912) as a ›cross-in-square‹ church, dedicated to the Virgin Mary. In the late 13th 

31 Van Millingen 1912, 122–137; for full bibliography see Müller-Wiener 1977, 126–131; for the most recent work 
Çetinkaya 2003, 152–168.

Fig.  42 Plan of Lips Monastery with the location of the fresco

×
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cent., one more church was added to its south 
which had a totally different design known as 
an ambulatory and was dedicated to John the 
Baptist. In 14th cent., a gallery ambulating those 
two churches from the outside was added. The 
southern fl ank of the gallery was used as a 
place for burial (Parakklesion) for most of the 
Palaiologan Royal family members32.

There is a beautifully preserved fresco of a 
warrior saint from the Late Byzantine Period 
on the southwest wall of the Parakklesion 
(fi g.  42). It was opened in 1964, and after a 
short examine it was re-covered again33. The 
entire complex was under restoration in 2014 
and during this work, the fresco of this Saint 
was opened again (fi g.  43). It is a complete life-
size image of St. Demetrios. His vivid gesture 
shows him holding his sword by its handle 
whilst taking it out of its sheath. There is no 
writing or other indications around the Saint’s 
head that would give us some information re-
garding his identity. There is little damage on 
his face. His sword, shield and his garments are 
very well preserved, as is his torso. Around his 
head is a yellow halo, a sign of his sainthood, 
and he also wears a headband. We date this to 
the Palaiologan Era of the Byzantine culture 
by comparing it to similar examples – one of 
which is from the Monastery of Constantine 
Lips that has a similar date (14th cent.).

As our research progresses, we believe that 
many more of Istanbul’s secret treasures will 
emerge.

Abstract: Excavations and researches in Istanbul in recent years have uncovered important fi nds 
that will shed light on the city’s Byzantine past. These are: the substructure of the northern build-
ing in the Zeyrek Mosque, the old Pantocrator monastic church, and the chapel adjacent to the 
parekklesion to its south plus a badly damaged fresco on the wall near the apse of the diakonikon 
of the naos; at the Beyazıt excavation an Early Byzantine church ruin; the remains of the ruined 
church found during the restoration work at the place called Anemas Dungeons; frescos and 
the inscription discovered at Samatya in the Martyrion of Karpos Papylos; a cross-in-square 

32 Müller-Wiener 1977, 126.
33 Mango – Hawkins 1968, 177–178.

Fig.  43 Fresco showing a warrior saint from the 
Monastery of Lips
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Byzantine cistern found in the west of the former Byzantine Church of Saint Andrew currently 
Koca Mustafa Paşa Mosque; a Middle Byzantine ruin hidden behind the Şengül Hamamı (Otto-
man Bath) near Gülhane Parkı at Sultanahmet; and the beautifully preserved fresco of a warrior 
saint from the monastic church of Constantine Lips, present day Fenari İsa Camisi respectively.

Bericht über die neuen Funde zum byzantinischen Istanbul

Zusammenfassung: Bei den Ausgrabungen und Untersuchungen in Istanbul wurden in den letz-
ten Jahren wichtige Funde gemacht, die die byzantinische Vergangenheit der Stadt beleuchten. 
Dies sind: der Unterbau des nördlichen Gebäudes der Zeyrek Moschee (die alte Pantokrator 
Klosterkirche) und die südlich des Parekklesions angrenzende Kapelle sowie die schwer beschä-
digten Überreste von Fresken, die sich an der Wand in der Nähe der Apsis vom Diakonikon 
des Naos befi nden; die Überreste einer frühbyzantinischen Kirche in Beyazıt, die während 
Restaurierungsarbeiten an einer Moschee entdeckt wurden; eine sehr stark beschädigte Kirche, 
die während der Restaurierung des Anemas-Kerkers gefunden wurde; die Fresken und die 
Inschrift, die in Samatya im Martyrion des Karpos und Papylos entdeckt wurden; eine mittel-
byzantinische Ruine hinter dem Şengül Hamamı (Osmanisches Bad) in der Nähe des Gülhane 
Parkı am Sultanahmet Platz; ein byzantinisches Gebäude, im Westen der Kirche des Heiligen 
Andreas (heute Koça Mustafa Pascha Moschee), das in seinem Grundriss einer Kreuzkuppel-
kirche entspricht, welches als Zisterne benutzt wurde; und das wunderschön erhaltene Fresko 
eines Kriegerheiligen aus der Klosterkirche Constantine Lips (heute Fenari İsa Camisi).

B%zans İstanbul’undan Yen% Buluntularla İlg%l% Rapor

Özet: Son yıllarda İstanbul’da yapılan kazı ve araştırmalarda şehrin Bizans geçmişine ışık 
tutacak önemli buluntular ele geçmiştir. Bunlar sırasıyla; Eski Pantokrator Manastırı Kilisesi 
olan Zeyrek Camisi’ndeki kuzey binanın altındaki altyapı ve güneyde bulunan paraklesiona 
bitişik şapel ile güney binanın naosunda diakonikon apsisine yakın duvarda meydan çıkan fres-
ko parçalarıdır. Beyazıt’da kazıyla ortaya çıkan Erken Bizans Dönemi kilise kalıntısı, Anemas 
Zindanları denilen yerdeki restorasyon çalışmaları sırasında bulunan ve çok harap olmuş kilise 
kalıntısı, Samatya Karpos Papylos Martirionu’nda keşfedilen freskolar ve kitabe, Sultanahmet 
yakınlarındaki Osmanlı dönemine ait Şengül Hamamı’nın arkasındaki yapı kalıntısı, Koca-
mustafa Paşa semtinde aynı adlı caminin batısında bulunan sarnıç olarak kullanılan kapalı haç 
planlı altyapı ve eski Konstantinos Lips Manastırı kilisesi olan Fenari İsa Camisi’ndeki hemen 
hemen tam olarak günümüze kadar gelmiş asker aziz freskosudur.

Sonuç olarak, İstanbul’da son yıllarda yapılan çalışmalar Bizans dönemine ait yeni bulguların 
ortaya çıkmasını sağlamıştır. Yapılacak yeni çalışmalarla bu veriler daha da artacaktır.
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